U.S. Department of Justice 



Federal Bureau of Investigation 


in Reply, Please Refer to 300 Landmark Center 

Fi,oNo - 1801 North Lamar Street 

Dallas, Texas 75202 
July 19, 1982 


Mr. Ernie Lazar 

495 Ellis Street #1753 

San Francisco, California 

Dear Mr. Lazar: 

Reference is made to our letter to you dated 
March 5, 1982, and the San Antonio Division of the FBI 
letter to you dated June 1, 1982. , 

Enclosed are copies of twenty-six pages from our 
files which contain information identifiable with "American 
Opinion"; three pages which.-contain information identifiable 
with Liberty Lobby and ten pages which contain information 
identifiable with "The Blue Book*. Excisions have been made 
from these pages arid one .page was withheld in its entirety 
in order to protect materials which are exempted from 
disclosure by the following sub-sections of Title 5, United 
States Code, Section 552: 

(b)(1) information which is currently and properly 
classified pursuant to Executive Order 12065 
in the interest of the national defense or 
foreign policy, for example, information 
involving intelligence sources or methods 

(b) (2) materials related solely to the internal 
rules and practices of the FBI 

(b)(7) investigatory records compiled for law enforcement 
purposes, the disclosure of which would: 

(C) constitute an unwarranted invasion of the 
personal privacy of another person; 

(D) reveal the identity of a confidential source 
or reveal confidential information furnished only 
by the confidential source; 


FBI/OOJ 



The reference located identifiable with MOTOREDE - 
Movement to Restore Decency is indexed to the main investigative 
file regarding the John Birch Society. This document will be 
processed and released to you at the time the John Birch Society 
file is released. 


If you desire# you may submit an appeal from any 
denial contained herein. Appeals should be directed in writing 
to the Assistant Attorney General# Office of Legal Policy 
(Attention: Office of Information and Privacy)# United States 
Department of Justice, Washington, D.C. 20530), within thirty 
days from receipt of this letter. The envelope and the letter 
should be clearly marked "Freedom of Information Appeal" or 
"Information Appeal." Please cite the name of the office to 
which your original request was directed. 

Your Freedom of Information - Privacy Acts request to 
the San Antonio Division, dated May 1, 1982, in which you 
requested information identifiable with the American Party 
was referred to this office for the purpose of identifying in 
this and other FBI field divisions all records relative to 
the investigation regarding the American Party which was 
coordinated by the Dallas Division. Our records indicate this 
investigation was reported to FBI Headquarters in Washington, D.C. 

To insure all records relative to this investigation are 
processed, your request is being referred to FBI Headquarters 
for appropriate handling. You will be apprised of the approximate 
number of pages involved, both at FBI Headquarters and in the 
field offices, and you will be given an estimate of the cost 
to you of duplicating this material. At that time, you will 
have the opportunity to narrow the scope of your request to 
reduce or eliminate the duplication cost. 


Very truly yours, 


Thomas C. Kelly /y~ 
Special Agent in Charge 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

Denver, Colorado 
September 3, 1964 


ASSASSINATION OF PRESIDENT JOHN FITZGERALD KENNEDY 

NOVEMBER 22, 1963 
DALLAS, TEXAS 


Revilo P 


P^/p 


Attached hereto Is a report of an Interview with 
liver of Springfield, Illinois. 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATE 


D<jta September 3, 1964 


Mry/REVILO P. 0LIVER, Room 201, Argonaut Hotel, Colfax 
and Grant Street, advised that he is an Associate Editor of 
"American ^pinion," a publication of the John Birch/Society, 
ancT^that he has been on a speaking tour sponsored by this 
society. He continued that/ne gave a speech in August, 1964, 
at the Santa Ana Valley Huflx School, Santa Ana, California, 
concerning the assassination of President JOHN F. KENNEDY. 

He stated that he has contributed articles concerning the assassi¬ 
nation which were published in the "American Opinion" in the 
February and March, 1964 issues, and that his speech given at 
the Santa Ana Valley High School for the most part contained 
the same material which appeared in the above-mentioned Issues 
of the "American Opinion." 


Mr. OLIVER further stated that the material for all 
of his speeches is obtained from public sources such as books 
and newspapers, and that he has no confidential sources. He 
continued that his source concerning the statement to the effect 
that the "communists" with the help of the Central Intelligence 
Agency were responsible for the assassination of President JOHN 
FITZGERALD KENNEDY w^s a book, Oswald/ Assassin or Fall Guy," 
written by JOESEN JENSEN of New York City, and published by 
CARLO MARZANI, al-okn wn as ANTHONY/WALES, also of New York 
City. Mr. OLIVER stated that he is finable to furnish any more 
definite addresses for JENSEN or MARZANI. 


He advised that, he believes he made the following 
statement in his speech .it rh* Santa Ana Valley High School: 

"I don't know whether Oswald was paid by the CIA or by the Soviet 
Secret Police and it/i. jght be ,.ust a matter of bookkeeping any^/ 
way." He stated he/relieved his source for thiB material was/ 
either the above-mpoi:on*d book or an article by a Mr. HINSH£w„ 
in the "National Inq.irer.' 

Mr. OLIVER /fidvi 
statement that Secretary 

the U. S. Army to begin a/ehoarsing for the funeral more than a 
week before the fymtal was a news article which appeared in 
the "Clarion Ledger," a newspaper in Jackson, Mississippi, on 
February 21, 1964. According to Mr. OLIVER, this article pej/- 
tained to staten/en's to this effect made by Captain RICHARD/CLOY 
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of Headquarters Company, First Battalion, Third Infantry, United 
States Army. Hr. OLIVER stated It was his understanding that 
CLOT was in charge of protocol for State funerals. He con¬ 
tinued that he attempted to call Captain CLOT by telephone at 
his home in McComb, Illinois, concerning this matter but was 
advised by a woman who answered the telephone that Captain 
CLOT had been transferred to Germany, and that his address 
was "6ome APO number in New Tork." 

Hr. OLIVER further advised that during his speeches 
he always furnishes the sources of his material, but that 
unfortunately the newspaper accounts usually do not carry these 
sources. 

Mr. OLIVER concluded that he was cot giving these 
speeches to make money but was "trying to save the country." 
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TOi DIRECTOR, FBI (105-82555) 
FROM* SAC, MEMPHIS (105-891) fUC) 


SUBJECT 1 LEE HARVEY OSWALD, aka; 
IS - R - CUBA 
00 j Delias 


RE ALLEGED ALLEGATIONS EY JOHN MARTINO 


Enclosed herewith for the Bureau, Miami aha Dallas 
Is one copy each of a news store appearing In the £re££ t S£ljBltar 
newspaper, page 40, Issue of 1/30/64 entitled "Ctowo ld Woe PaliC 
Gunman for Castro, Visitor Says," The store was written toy 
PYffCT=3elfilta'f“stefT writer KAY PITDiAN. PrmiAR*a story 
Stated In part, "LEE HARVEY OSWALD was paid by CASTRO to 
assassinate President KENNEDY, JOHN MARTINO, sn American 
buxine as man who was imprisoned in Cuba for 40 months, said 
today," The story continued In part, %e know that OSWALD IN, 
was In Mexico, We know that ha left from a clandestine airport 
in Yucatan for Cuba and was there the week of Oct. 4 ." . 


This news story further Indicated that MARTDtO ms 
I n the Memphis area 01 y% speaking tour and was to speak on 
1/31/64 at the Chriat/ an Y outh Auditorium . Memphis, before 
the "Speakers for America group," According to the article, 
MARTINO claimed toworking with the Cuban underground in 
the Miami area, lie claimed in the news story that on 7A3/59 
he, along with his 13 year old son, left Miami for Cuba on a 
basins a a-pleasure trip and that MARTINO, who then worked in 
electronics, and his son were arrested, thrown in prison and 
MARTINO was accused by the Cubans of being a gun runner, fit 


/ ALL COPIES REGISTERED MAIL 
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illegally ns held as a prisoner in Cuba for acme 40 month* ' 
thereafter and was reported as author of a book# "X Mas A M 
Prisoner Of Caatro." Z , . $2 

" On 2/kftA KAY PinjrfN, reporter. Press-Scimitar - 
newspaper, Memphis, Vas interviewed and advised that aotuall 
her story was acne what misleading In that MARTINO did not 
indicate that he had any firsthand information concerning 
LEE HARVEY 06W AID and GSWAID's alleged connection with CASTM 
He claimed that he got him information about QSWAID from the 


Racial 


that he la/6n active conservative in the Memphis area, a neg£»r 
of the John Birch Society , and had at the request of BILL JR3H* 
4420 Pojfeu street, Me aphis# agreed to serve as chairman tf |7 
paper group kno wyas "Speakers for America" for the purpoae af • 
bringit^ WAHTIHO to Memphis for a speech concerning conditions 
in Cuba, Me stated that MASH is a Vest Tennessee representative 
of Afr ican/felnl oa, a subsidiary of the John Birch Aooiety* v.; 
Br.“'WHITAjE& stated that ha sea present during the interview s z 
With MARTIMO toy Miss FXTTKAX and that ha did not recall MARTH0 
giving any indication that ha had any direct knowledge eonceraij 
LEE HARVEY OSWALD, thet MUa PHYXAH asked MARTIMO If CASTS* ; 
would have hlrad OSWALD to assassinate President KKHWSDY ant X: 
that MARTIMO had, to ISilTAKER'a recollection, stated that tttU 
was possible. Be did not recall MARTIMO making atqr statement*,. 
to noa m i x* any alleged trip by 06WAID from Yucatan to dobs H 
t*iM Scuba during the meek ef l0/4/^3« - ■■ 
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> ' " • Be stated that on 1/31/34 MARTINO was very upset X 
•8 a result of the news story by KAY PUTMAN, stating that hS 
had been misquoted in many facets of her story, WHITAKER 
described MARTINO as an American citizen, a staunch Catholic 
and a fine Christian gentleman whan he considered sincerely 
antl-ConnunlBt* / y 
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On 2/3/54 Elli K^H f 4420 Powell Street yKtho described 
himself as a West TSpftesEee representative of American Opinion, 
advlBed that the £^p]rers__ J ftjree_u_ pf America was a temporarily 
formed paper group operating on behalf of the American Opinion 
Bureau, a subsidiary of the John Birch Society, and that he, 
MASH, had been responsible for bringing MARTINO to Memphis to 
apeak. He said that MARTINO had epoken on the night of 1/50/54 
at Forrest City, Arkansas, had later gone to Wichita, Kansas, 
and bad later gone to Nashville, Tennessee, to apeak, MASH 
was upset due to the fact that he claimed that the newspapers 
consistently Misquoted MARTINO and that recently the Nashville 
Tennesseean in describing him called him an ex-Cuban felon, 
when actually MARTINO la a native bom U. S. citizen , M ASH 
was not present during the interview of MARTINO by PITTXAN but 
stated that MARTINO on the following day, 1/31/34, was most 
upset and commented that because of the story by Miss PITTMAN 
that the FBI and Conmunlst Party would probably both be angry 
with him for having such statements attributed to him, MASH 
elaborated that MARTINO claimed that he had cooperated 
extensively with the FBI In the Miami area, furnishing 
information concerning possible pro-CA3TR0 activities, HASH 
advised that he was not certain as to MARTINO*s current 
itinerary but that he was to be In Kansas and North Carolina 
during the week ending 2/7/34 and was to return to hla ham 
in Miami Beach, Florida, on or about 2/7/64* Hla home address 
Is 2326 Alton Road, Miami Beach, Florida, 

LEAD 

MIAMI DIVISION 


AT MIAMI ffiACH, FLORIDA 


Will arrax^e to interview JOHN MARTINO concerning .W/v; 
statements attributed to him in the enclosed Xerox copy of 
the 4/30/54 Memphis Press-Scimitar news story, 

QACB, no report will be submitted by Mesphis, 
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Businessman r '\ 
Learned From 


Underground 


By KAY PITTMAN 
PrttiScimUar Staff Writer ”j 
Lee Harvey Oswald was paid 
by Castro to assassinate 
President Kennedy, John Mar* 
tino, an American business¬ 
man who was imprisoned in 
Cuba for 40 months, said today. 
Martino, who says be now 
' works with the Cuban under- ; j 
i ground, Was in Memphis on 
! his way to a speaking en-u 
•' gagement in Forrest City, 

I Ark. He will speak in Mem- - 
! phis at 8 tomorrow night at 
I the Christian Youth Audito-':- 
j rium, 385 Poplar, before the i 
j Speakers for America group. * 

’ Details Gives 


Martino says his Cuban un- ' 

; derground sources tell him 
that Kennedy was embarked ' 

- on a plan to get rid of Castro. 
There was to be another in-' 
vasion and uprising in Cuba, i 
before the elections, and the • 
Organization of American 

- Slates—in on the plan—was to 
go into Cuba and stop the fight- f 
ing. The OAS would then con-f 

{trol the country until an elec-v 
tion could be set up. Castro 
knew all this. 


"When Castro was in Brazil 
an attempt was made on his 
life. He said then, in the Bra¬ 
zilian embassy, that 'John F. 
Kennedy and Robert Kennedy 
were not the only heads at 


state that couldJias someone 
Jexecuted’." .7 __. 


‘ He addeC.'^We* know that 
• Oswald was In Mexico. We! 
know that be left from a 


clandestine airport in Yucatan! 
for Cuba and was there tha 
I week of Oct. 4. We know also 
t that since the death of Ken- 
i. nedy the work on an Invasion 
f has virtually stopped."- 

! /svosfos View 


Martino believes that an in¬ 
vasion against Cuba would be 
foolish. “It would be too high 
a price to pay in American 
lives. It would take 30 or 30 
invasions to defeat Castro. He 
has an Army of 100,000 Cubans, 
not counting the Russians. He 
also has a big Air Force with 
fast enough MIGs to make a 
nuclear strike on Miami be¬ 
fore we could shoot them 
down. 


"The only solution would be 
a total blockade by the Or¬ 
ganization of American States. 
This would cut off his petro¬ 
leum supply and he couldn't 
last without this." 

On July 23, 1359. Martino 
; and his 13-year-old son left 
Miami for Cuba on a business- 
, pleasure trip. Martino, who 
worked in electronics, and his 
; son were arrested and thrown 
in prison a few hours after 
i they arrived. The Cubans ao- 
! cused Martino of being a gun¬ 
runner. They kt his son go 
after five days. 


He is author d the hook. *T , 
Vas a Ffiaooerof Castro."'H 


(ladlcat. pag*. Mat ol 
■•••paper, city and did*.) 
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'PRESS-SIMITAR" 


IIS # TENN. * 


Da,., 1/30/64 

EdiUoDI Hon* 

Amtbon KAY PITTMAN 
Cdllori CHARLES SCHNEH 
Till*: HARVEY LEE OSWAI 
IS-R. . 


Ckaracttn 


IS-R 


Cldaaltlcattaat 

SabsltUag Office, MEMPHIS. 


iRCHED/^_i_INDEXED , 


fLD J 
fa—DALLAS 












f uM Sctatur SUIT Pboto to WilUta LufOW 

ASTDO’S PRISONER for 49 bobUu, John Martino of Miami (left) b greeted i- 
tempUs Municipal Airport by C. M. Whitaker and Mrs. W. M. Chambers. Vhltakfa 
fcchairman of Speakers for America and Mrs. Chambers b a member. • / 
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NR001 WFO CODE 


5:39 AM IMMEDIATE 10t27-73 RGC 


TO: DIRECTOR,FBI 


SAC, DALLAS 


FROM: WASHINGTON FIELD 


ALLEGED CONSPIRACY BY 


AND OTHER UNSUBS 


TO ASSASSINATE 


MISC. INFO CONCERNING 


THREAT AGAINST 


RE WFO TELETYPE TO BUREAU, 10-26-73, BUREAU PHONE CALL 
TO WFO SAME DATE, AND WFO . PHONE CALL TO DALLAS SAME DATE, (p) 


SEARCHED-^JNDEXEg 

SERIALIZED _/^HLED — 

OCT 27 1973 


,1, II, 1-2.4.2 





One page withheld in its entirety - 
located Dallas File 62-4577, Serial 2, 
exemption (b)(1) 





PAGE SIX 
WF 62-NEW 



LIBERTY LOBBY WAS FOUNDED IN LATE 1957. PURPOSE OF 
ORGANIZATION IS TO BRING THE CONSERVATIVE POLITICAL VIEW POINT 
TO THE ATTENTION OF NATIONAL LEGISLATORS IN WDC BY VISITS OF 
OFFICES OF CONGRESSMEN BY LIBERTY LOBBY REPRESENTATIVES, AND 
BY URGING ITS ONE HALF MILLION SUBSCRIBERS, TO PRESSURE LEGISLATORS 
ON SPECIFIC ISSUES BY A FLOOD OF CORRESPONDENCE. IT DESCRIBES . 


ITSELF AS A CONSTITUTIONAL CENTRIST ORGANIZATION WORKING 
WITHIN THE SYSTEM FOR CONSTITUTIONAL GOVERNMENT AND AGINST 
END PAGE SIX . 
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PAGE SEVEN ' • .* ... / •• * • 

... ! ' '•' </ •.'•■. ; 

WF 62- NEW -J . . .. 

CENTRALIZED POWER AND ALIEN IDEOLOGY OF BOTH THE LEFT AND THE 

• » * . • * * • 

RIGHT. ITS CRITICS HOWEVER SEE LIBERTY LOBBY AS THE PURVEYOR 
OF THINNLY DISGUISED WHITE RACIST AND ANTI-SEMITIC SENTIMENT 
AND A POLITICAL POWER BASE OF "HARD RIGHT". &) 


iaM. v 9TW*v •« * ;.y. 
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SAC LETTER NO 


1956, Issue of Bluebook 
^ you Are O n, A Blacklist 11 by 
jGovernment^^ur'f^^ogram 
^oeing forwarded each office, 
dvise the personnel of your 


(M) \BLUEBOOK\ MAGAZ INE — The January, 
Magazine contains an article entitled 
Henry Vayntar which is critical of the 
in genfraTlr A copy of the article i^ 
under separate cover, and you shouJj^f 
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office of the existence of this article. You should make no comment 
concerning the contents of the article in the event inquiries are 
received. 




o 

By Henry Paynter 


... if you’re like one of every four working Americans. The blacklist 
is drawn up by U. S. government agencies and is composed of 
secret '‘security" files on 18 million ordinary U. S. citizens. Many of 
these files are made up of back-fence gossip, vicious lies, wild, 
uninvestigated suspicions, the mouthings of sick minds. You never 
know, until you’re hit, if there’s such a file on you. From it can 
come charges which you may never even be told, but which can get 
you fired from your job—as it did Joe Barnow—and place you, 
your wife and your children under a dark cloud forever. 




J 


A HARD-WORKING YOUNG PLUMBER we will Call 
Joe Bamow volunteered for armed service in 
World War II, and after getting his honorable dis¬ 
charge went to work for a West Coast contractor, 
got a raise, was promoted to foreman, and decided 
to get married. 

The new Mrs. Barnow was an unusual woman, 
a successful advertising woman and editor, who 
owned and managed a five-apartment building. 

The Bamows were liked by their neighbors. 
Joe was a Methodist and his wife also was a church¬ 
goer. They were active members of their respective 
unions. They joined a young people’s club of one 
of the two big political parties. Joe as a kid had 
been a Boy Scout, his wife a Camp-fire Girl. Other 
than that they had never belonged to any organiza¬ 
tions. 

For reading matter they took a large West Coast 
daily newspaper and subscribed to Popular Mechan¬ 
ics, McCall’s, and the Stock Breeders Gazette. Like 
many Western city people they dreamed of some 
day owning & ranch. 

Joe got another raise and commendation. It 
looked like a happy and successful life. Then, one 
day, Joe’s boss took a defense contract on a West 
Coast air base where a special weapons project was 
being worked on. Joe was assigned to handle plumb¬ 
ing blueprints. 

Shortly afterward Joe was fired out of hand, with 
no official explanation. All he could get from any¬ 
body was a murmured: “Joe, they say you are sup¬ 
posed to be disloyal—or something." 

Joe went home, bewildered, and told the Mrs. 
She said: “Fight it—unless there’s something you’re 
afraid of.” 

So Joe went to the U.S. District-Attorney, the 
FBI field office, the main city offices of Air Force 
security, and U.S. Engineers Corps security. Nobody 
seemed to have any idea of what it was all about. 
But they tried to encourage him. They said he had 
nothing to worry about It didn’t necessarily mean 
he was disloyal. It could be—something else. 

In fact, the subsequent government directive ap¬ 
plying to men in Joe Bamow’s fix, is explicit: “Denial 
or revocation of a clearance does not necessarily 
carry an implication that the individual is disloyal 
to the United States.” 

Perish the thought! The same directive goes on 
to reassure the Joe Bamows of the other things they 
could be denied clearance for. Uncle Sam says to 
them in effect: 

“Don’t worry, friend, I’m not saying you are 
necessarily a traitor. You could also be a crook, a 
jailbird, trazy, sick with an unnamed disease, irre¬ 
sponsible, a drunkard, a homo, or one of those 
guys that goes around showing himself to little 
girls.” 

Uncle Sam not only says that to the man ac¬ 
cused, by registered “confidential” letter; in effect 
he says it to all the man’s friends, neighbors and co¬ 


workers. For how can you defend yourself without 
getting affidavits from the people you know, in your 
home neighborhood, and in the shop? Everybody you 
ask for an affidavit knows what's in the directive 
because it’s a public document, up on the bulletin 
board. They can read, can’t they? Then everybody 
you know knows that you’re supposed to be “dis¬ 
loyal—or something ." 

“Fight it, Joe,” said his wife, bravely. And he 
did. He wrote his congressman. He even wrote the 
President of the United States. He was punching 
shadows. Nobody told him anything. He got another 
job. It turned out to be temporary. No contractor 
wants a wrestling match with the combined U.S. 
security forces. In fact, every job after that was 
temporary. Joe hired a lawyer. He wasn’t licked 
yet. Half his wony was about what it was he was 
supposed to have done—the nagging something. 

If Joe had given up at any stage, then his name 
and the fact that he was fired, and didn’t fight, would 
have gone on a government blacklist as someone who, 
in effect, “admitted” he was a security risk! It would 
have kept him out of a whole range of jobs. His name 
might have gotten on one of several privately circu¬ 
lated blacklists, which get around the federal law 
against blacklists by operating as associations publish- 


H enry Paynter is a World War II graduate of 
O.S.S., and of the U.S. Air Staff espionage, 
sabotage, intelligence and security schools. He ex¬ 
ecuted a top-secret world-wide planning mission for 
O.S.S., and all-theater secret intelligence missions 
for the Air Staff. He was military and naval 
correspondent in Washington for Newsweek maga¬ 
zine, wrote on international politics for the Associ¬ 
ated Press, and published several expos ts of Nazi 
and Japanese espionage and sabotage in the U.S. 
One of these attracted world-wide attention in 
1940 when the Hercules Powder plant at Dover, 
N. J., blew up a week after Paynter predicted it. 

So much for his qualifications. Since anyone 
who criticizes the security program immediately 
becomes suspect himself, we offer the following 
additional information on him. 

In 1945 he lectured to a distinguished Wash¬ 
ington forum, presided over by William Batt, on 
“The Coming Third World War.” He has never 
joined any subversive or “front” organizations, nor 
read their literature except in the line of duty. 
He is a tenth generation American and his ancestors 
include famous patriots. He is an officer of the 
Laymen’s Club of the New York (Episcopal) 
Cathedral. 

Bluebook commissioned him to make a fresh 
study of the security problem direct from Wash¬ 
ington sources. This article is the result. 

—The Editors 





ing bulletins under a “free press” Constitutional 
protection. By my estimates, Joe would thus have 
been deprived of from- a third to two-thirds of all 
possible chances of making a living. 

But that’s only a starter. By this federal blacklist¬ 
ing, an utterly false, whispered, anonymous accusa¬ 
tion would not only have condemned him for life to 
second-class citizenship, but might have condemned 
his children and his children’s children. It might also 
have condemned his friends, relatives, neighbors and 
casual associates. Such “guilt by association” had 
already ruined one man just for going to a picnic 
with a fellow factory worker in a new city. 

Joe fought. Maybe, if he had known what he 
was taking on, he would have given up. What was 
it that hit him? 

Let’s leave Joe sweating it out while we look 
behind the scenes. 

Everybody is very thoroughly aware of the still- 
present danger that the cold war with Russia could 
flare into a hot war, with hydrogen bombs then 
wiping out our cities and perhaps our national ex¬ 
istence. 

Senator Joseph McCarthy and others have made 
great political hay for themselves out of what they 
called the failure of various government officials to 
take strong measures to prevent Communists from 
infiltrating government agencies and defense plants. 

As a result there has been a sort of panic in 
government security quarters. Without any real kind 
of an over-all plan or control, more than 70 govern¬ 
ment agencies, collecting for the most part neighbor¬ 
hood gossip and old mailing lists, have now built up 
secret “security dossiers” on more than 10 million 
ordinary Americans. And these agencies are working 
day and night to increase the list. 

The 10 million total seemed high to me until 
I checked into it myself. The figure was given by 
the man who should know—a member of the U.S. 
Subversive Activities Control Board, former U.S. 
Senator Harry M. Cain. Cain says, in effect, that the 
way the government is running the internal security 
program, it’s helping Russia and damaging the Amer¬ 
ican way of life. • 

Actually, no agency of government has any ac¬ 
curate figure on how many such “security” dossiers 
there are. My own investigation indicates that Sen. 
Cain’s figure is too low; that there are about 18 
million such dossiers—and the number is growing 
every day. 

A good many Americans seem to think the pro¬ 
gram applies only to civilian government employees. 
They are wrong. The overwhelming majority of the 
18 million are civilian workers employed by private 
companies, and their sons and grandsons in uniform. 

What no one has perhaps gotten around to 
telling you yet is that your name may be on one of 
those 18 million dossiers. The chances are roughly 
one in four that it is. 

Maybe you never did a wrong thing in your 
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life, not even a litde mistake. It still doesn’t matter. 

You could have relatives, or friends, or fellow 
workers—or go on a picnic with somebody. Maybe 
when you were younger you had a drink too much 
and took a swing at somebody; maybe your wife 
miscalculated and had a check bounce at the grocery 
store. Maybe none of these things happened, but you 
just had a neighbor, not even mad at you, just plain 
nuts. That would be enough to do it. 

Today there’s no way you can find out if your 
name is on one of those dossiers. The only way you 
will ever know is if the roof falls on you. Or your 
son—or your grandson. 

All that has to happen is that this crazy neighbor 
whispers something to the government; it doesn’t 
even have to be true! 

So let’s say your name is on one of the 18 million 
dossiers. One day, without asking your permission, 
your boss says you have to walk to your bench past 
a certain “classified” assembly line. You’re not han¬ 
dling any secret papers, you're just walking somewhere 
you didn’t walk before, but you have to be cleared 
for security. They give you some papers to fill out 
That will do it. 

Maybe your boss doesn’t have a defense contract; 
how do you know he won’t take one tomorrow? 
There’s no kind of business or profession that doesn’t 
do work for the government defense program. 

But it also applies to all draftees. And their 
relatives! Are you sure you will never have a rela¬ 
tive in the armed forces? 

Maybe you think you are not likely to have 
silly charges made against you. But J. Edgar Hoover 
told publicly about a man who reported his neighbor 
was a Communist, and when they got around to 
checking up, it turned out the neighbor was mere¬ 
ly ignoring the accuser’s “Keep Off the Grass” sign. 

The FBI, to my knowledge, conscientiously tries 
to screen out such mad nonsense, but what the FBI 
can do is only a drop in the bucket. 

So on account of a dossier against you based on 
a rumor from a crazy neighbor, you’re in trouble. 

If you fight, it’s at your own expense. You are 
fighting the whole power of the government, in a 
legal no-man’s land, with no rights as a citizen. Any 
friend who helps you may go into a dossier, too. 

If you don’t fight, your name goes into the gov¬ 
ernment and private blacklists, which means that 
you—and your children—may well be deprived not 
only of jobs, but of chances of education, government 
pensions and other benefits. 

The blacklist will be used against your son when 
he is drafted. It can get him an “undesirable” dis¬ 
charge, depending on whether or not he can afford 
to hire a good lawyer and fight it. 

This “tainting of the blood”—the extension of 
guilt to unborn descendants—was a device of the 
Middle Ages which was supposedly abolished forever 
by the U.S. Constitution. 
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It’* hard to believe? Listen to what happened 
to one draftee: He was handed a statement to sign 
accepting an “undesirable” discharge. One of the 
anonymous whispered accusations against him was 
that “you are reported to have a mother-in-law” who 
was rumored to have been for a long time “lying low” 
as a Communist, but was expected to “rise up” later 
and join in a "peace movement.” Tlje lady in ques¬ 
tion had, indeed, been long underground—in a cem¬ 
etery—since the accused soldier was 10 years old. 

All right, so you’ll agree the program may have 
some tough angles. Just the same, hasn’t it uncov¬ 
ered a lot of Communists in dangerous places? 

A man who should know is Thomas J. Donegan, 
chairman of the key Inter-departmental Committee 
on Internal Security. Donegan has testified to Con¬ 
gress that he has “no knowledge” of any Communist 
being "flushed out” by the massive program. 

Who designed the program? Nobody; it “just 
growed.” In the most desperate international crisis 
in our entire history, the program was intended, by 
conscientious men, to protect you and me and our 
families from being evaporated on H-day. It was 
supposed to keep at least our most important secrets 
from Russia. Has it done this? Let’s look at the 
record. 

Every American capable of reading a newspaper 
knows about: 

1. Dr. Klaus Fuchs, top-ranking British sci¬ 
entist who worked at Los Alamos and 
knew most of our secrets, was a Russian 
spy all along and said he gave everything 
to Russia. 

2. British diplomats Maclean and Burgess, 
who served on the joint U.S.-Canadian- 
British atomic committee, and knew every¬ 
thing, smuggled documents daily to Russian 
embassies to be photostated. 

3. The Hiss, Goldberg and Coplon trials, 
which demonstrated that the Russians had 
been successful in planting spies in our 
government 

From these revelations alone, not to mention 
many others, including fantastic security blunders by 
the U.S. government itself, we can assume Russia 
has full details on almost all our important secrets. 
One big reason is that Americans just don’t know 
how to keep secrets. 

Here is a classical demonstration of how hard 
it is for most of us Americans to put our minds 
seriously to such work: Toward the war’s close I was 
out of uniform and in Washington as a newspaper¬ 
man again. I thought for awhile everybody was try¬ 
ing to tell me about the super-secret atomic bomb 
program. I wasn’t supposed to know; I didn’t try 
to find out. But a suburban neighbor told me most 
of the atomic secrets. He was an officer of a large 
chemical company and attended a convention at 




which several men casually told him all about it. 
I learned about uranium, plutonium, thorium, heavy 
water, cobalt, atomic fission and hydrogen fusion, and 
about Oak Ridge, Hanford, Los Alamos, Stagg Field 
and Manhattan District. 

Yet when David E. Lilienthal as head of the 
TVA asked an official of Manhattan District (the 
code name for the whole atomic project) why Oak 
Ridge was using so much TVA power he was told: 
“We are making two billion dollars worth of rear 
ends of wooden horses. Don’t ask me why." 

This had been thought up by a security officer. 
When it got to then Senator Harry Truman's ear, he 
tried to subpoena General Leslie Groves, head of 
Manhattan District, to testify before the Senate War 
Investigating Committee. Groves ignored the sub¬ 
poena. Truman went to General Marshall and to Sec¬ 
retary of War Stimson, who separately decided the 
future President was not a good enough security risk. 

Meanwhile, a former newspaper associate of 
mine asked in the War Department Bureau of Public 
Relations for a relatively routine file and instead 
received—and read—General Marshall’s copy of a 
top-secret publication giving all atomic secrets. Just 
a clerical mistake! 

A foreign intelligence officer of my acquaintance 
told me that news of the atomic test was generally 
known in his country. 

The final detail—that the bomb worked and 
would be used as soon as possible—was told me in 
the National Press Club bar by a top U.S. security 
officer who had been assigned to protect the secret. 
I hadn’t asked about the bomb and did not want to 
know. 

Allen Dulles, head of the Central Intelligence 
Agency and thus the man who should know, said in 
a rare public interview that the U.S. is still giving 
away too many vital secrets to Russia. . 

Wide-Open Secrets 

Among other secrets of the not top-important 
variety, Uncle Sam himself politely posted in the 
lobbies of public buildings the locations of permanent 
Nike and radar installations which protect our cities. 
The postings were for the purpose of soliciting con¬ 
struction bids. 

In October, 1955, the Defense Department re¬ 
leased, without any security classification, a 60-page 
list of all U.S. defense installations everywhere, their 
precise locations, and distance from principal cities 
around the world. 

At Geneva, Russia kidded the U.S. by putting 
footnotes on atomic scientific papers attributing in¬ 
formation to U.S. publication. Yet “security” ha* 
prevented publication of thousands of atomic-inspired 
medical papers which contain no secrets and would 
save lives. 

I don’t know how many security agents we have 
working on our security program, but relatively few 
are working on it full time. The FBI has 6,400 
agents, but they enforce 120 ordinary laws, have 





scores of other duties and if there are the equivalent 
of 2,000 first-rate agents working exclusively on this 
program, I would be surprised. Now, how long does 
it take for a “full field investigation,” complete enough 
to determine once for all whether a given man is a 
security risk or not, and also to protect the man’s 
own rights. My estimate is one week—40 hours. 

Now, the FBI simply assembles material, leaving 
the evaluation up to others. 

But say we take the best 2,000 agents the FBI has 
and put them to work exclusively in checking the 
18 million existing security dossiers—to see if they’re 
accurate. It takes on the average, one agent, per 
case, per week. Allow a two-week vacation, that’s 50 
cases per year per agent, or 100,000 per year for 
2,000 agents. 

So how long before they catch up on 18 million 
dossiers? One hundred and eighty years. 

But lacking this sort of FBI check, does the 
government in any given case really know what it 
is doing? 

How about Wolf Ladejinsky? Relatively insensi¬ 
tive Department of Agriculture said he was a menace; 
relatively sensitive U.S. State Department said he 
was safe. Caught out with the headlines showing, the 
government apologized. The conservative N. Y. Times 
said in an editorial: “A general reform of the entire 
security program is still essential.” 

Or take the case of a man who writes instruction 
manuals for the U.S. Navy, Joseph Gaberman. They 
tried to get him to resign his Navy reserve commis¬ 
sion because he was a security risk. He fought, and 
won hands down. Then, on the identical record 
(“guilt by relationship”) the Navy absent-mindedly 
fired him as a civilian employee. 

There were the cases of the U.S. Maritime Acad¬ 
emy and Coast Guard Academy cadets who were 
denied commissions because of “guilt by relationship.” 
Their cases were in the papers, so the government 
apologized and gave them the commissions. 

In order to protect our families in an atomic 
bombing, Civil Defense Administrator Val Peterson, a 
trusted friend of President Eisenhower needed full 
information on the radioactive fall-out resulting from 
a bomb explosion. But Atomic Energy Commission 
security officers didn’t think Peterson and his staff 
were safe enough to have the information. 

Finally, our botched-up security program is not 
getting for our government the full cooperation of 
all the scientists it needs if we are to keep ahead of 
Russia in the race of weapons development. Scientists 
need to think; to think their best they need the stim¬ 
ulation of other first-class minds. General Leslie 
Groves gave me a prime example of this one day. 

Security controls, he said, had definitely slowed 
down the perfection of the atomic bomb. The scien¬ 
tists were continually telling him that because they 
were separated, at Chicago University, Los Alamos, 
and other places, they were not getting the free ex¬ 
change of information and the vigorous informed 
criticism which they needed. At the time there was 


not a single scientist who felt confident the bomb 
would work; their research had come to a stand¬ 
still. In desperation, Gen. Groves brought them to¬ 
gether in one place, talked to them like “a Dutch 
Uncle,” telling them they’d stay together until they 
solved the problem. 

The scientists reached a very high state of en¬ 
thusiasm just by being able to discuss their problem 
informally. In the crowded room, two men were 
conversing when Enrico Fermi, who was talking to 
another near them, whirled around, snapped his fin¬ 
gers, and said: “That’s it!” 

“What?” said the astonished conversationalists, 
who had been talking about something else entirely. 

And from Fermi’s excited recapitulation, it 
turned out that by misunderstanding a conversation 
he had half overheard, he had, in effect, invented 
the atomic bomb. 

Congress Is Aroused 

Fortunately there’s some hope that the worse 
abuses of the security program may someday be 
corrected, for Congress has become aroused and is 
taking several long looks at the mess. 

U.S. Senator Hubert H. Humphrey (D., Minn.) 
conducted an investigation for nearly a year and per¬ 
suaded Congress to pass a resolution creating a Bi- 
Partisan Commission to investigate the whole problem 
and report back to Congress on precisely how the 
program should be corrected to “protect the national 
security and preserve basic American rights.” Several 
other groups, both governmental and private, are also 
studying the problem. 

Well, by now you’ve got the picture of what hit 
Joe Bamow. Let’s go back and see how he’s doing. 

A year has passed. Nothing has happened. 

Joe’s lawyer prods Joe’s Congressman again. 
This time the Congressman gets a letter from the 
general in charge of Special Weapons Projects. He 
says they’ve been looking everywhere for Joe but 
can’t find him. Will the Congressman please help? 
They want Joe to fill in an application for security 
clearance. 

Say, this sounds pretty good, doesn’t it? Looks 
like the Air Force has investigated, found they made 
a mistake, and now they’re going to make everything 
all right. 

Action for Joe 

So Joe writes the general and suggests he just 
send a letter to Joe’s same old address, where he has 
been all the time. More time passes. Then Joe gets 
the application for clearance, fills it out, mails it 
right back. 

Now Joe gets action, all right. Practically by 
return mail, 14 months after he was fired for being 
disloyal—or something—Joe gets a form letter from 
“Western Industrial Security Board.” The form letter 
says Joe’s clearance has been denied, but he can 
appeal it. 

Impossible! Didn’t the Air Force just ask him 
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to apply for clearance? What happened? Could it 
be the Air Force just got him to apply for clearance 
so they could legalize his firing—of 14 months ago? 

There is a note attached to the form letter. Now 
there is finally a name to the formless charge. The 
total accusation against Joe Bamow was that he was 
living with his wife who was “stated to be engaged 
in the activities of an organization which is Com¬ 
munist.” 

This time it was his wife’s turn to go to pieces 
and Joe’s turn to tell her she’d have to fight. But 
how could she fight? There was no charge against 
her. She wasn't asking for clearance. 

They got another lawyer. The record doesn't 
show what happened to the first one. He wrote the 
Board and asked for more details. They came through 
with eight more words: “The organization referred 
to is the Communist Party.” 

And that was the most they ever got out of the 
government. No names, dates, places, anything. 

There was only one flaw in the government’s 
case against Joe Bamow. He pleaded guilty to living 
with his wife, all right—only she had never been a 
Communist. 

Mrs. Bamow, near hysteria, stayed up all night 
with a sister, trying to recall what on earth she might 
have done in the years before their marriage to bring 
this ruin upon Joe’s head. The sister kept prodding 
and at last Mrs. Bamow remembered an episode. 

Years before marriage she had gone to Los 
Angeles, dined in a restaurant frequented by news¬ 
paper folk with a woman editor she knew. During 
dinner they were approached by a personable young 
man who asked a contribution for some cause. In 
the end Mrs. Bamow, who had had .several drinks, 
gave him a check for six dollars. Now she could not 
remember the name of the man or of the cause. She 
had burned all her old papers when she married Joe 
She felt sure that her banker, an old family friend, 
would have stopped payment if the check had had 
the word “Communist” on it. Could this have been 
what ruined Joe? 

Next day FBI agents interviewed her. The only 
cogent point they questioned her on was why her 
name was on a Spanish Anti-Fascist Refugee Com¬ 
mittee letterhead. She had no idea. Nobody had 
ever asked her permission. She had never given any¬ 
body permission. The only time she’d ever heard 
the committee mentioned was once when she at¬ 
tended a lecture given by Count Sforza. 

Count Sforza was an Italian diplomat sponsored 
during the war by thq U.S. State Department as 
possible leader of an anti-Mussolini group. 

As a good citizen should, Mrs. Bamow volun¬ 
teered information to the FBI about the six-dollar 
check. 

Then, after 15 months of fooling around, the 
government wanted to give Joe only 10 days to get 
his defense ready. He had no power to subpoena 
witnesses or make anybody testify for him. But Joe’s 
lawyer managed to get him more time. 
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Still, how do you go about proving that you 
and your wife have never been Communists? What 
would you do? Think it over. You might as well; 
you may $iave to. 

One friend told them he would not sign an affi¬ 
davit they needed. He was afraid the government 
would find a way to cancel his pension. 

Five other friends managed not to send in their 
affidavits until too late. But there were enough—cov¬ 
ering 31 years of respectable living. 

A Hearing at Last 

And so, 20 months after. Uncle Sam got Joe fired 
for disloyalty—or something—he got around to letting 
Joe have a hearing. Mind you, all this time Joe 
hadn't been able to get a steady job. 

The hearing only took a couple of hours. They 
considered the affidavits. All in order. The chairman 
said to Joe: “The only charge against you is living 
with your wife.” 

Joe pleaded guilty and as a voluntary witness, 
under oath, subjected himself to questioning. He got 
all “A”s and didn’t lose his temper when the gov¬ 
ernment lawyer asked: “Did your wife ever try to 
get a look at the blueprints?” 

Joe just answered: "No.” 

Then they were through with Jqe and satisfied. 
Mrs. Bamow insisted on testifying under oath. She 
swore she had never belonged to anything that was 
even a pale pink. Also that she thought any American 
who was a Communist in 1954 was a traitor to his 
country. 

The government lawyer asked her if it wasn’t 
a fact that when she got rid of those other old papers 
she had burned her card as a regular member of the 
Communist Party. She said no. 

That was all there was to it. They cleared Joe 
then and there, and undoubtedly would have cleared 
Mrs. Bamow if there had been anything she could 
have been cleared for. 

It would be nice to write a happy ending. Un¬ 
happily, another worker had been entrenched in 
Joe’s job for nearly two years, so Joe couldn’t get it 
back. The record does not show that he was re¬ 
imbursed for lost earnings. He could not be repaid 
for any part of the cost of his defense. Of course, the 
government didn’t apologize for its slap-happy boner 
—there was no publicity about the case. The gov¬ 
ernment only apologizes for security blunders when 
it is caught out in the headlines. 

Joe’s name is one I made up, but the case is 
real, summarized from Case History No. 119, in 
“Case Histories in Personnel Security” by Adam 
Yarmolinsky, a Washington lawyer who became in¬ 
terested after defending some of the accused. 

Blood<CurdIlng Cases 

Another study, by Rowland Watts, is concerned 
with the case histories of draftees who have been 
asked to accept “undesirable discharges,” often as 
the result of rumors about them from unnamed 
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persons, or because of something some relative is 
said to have done. (And for every case history cited 
by these two reports, Congressmen can show you 10 
others, from protesting letters which have been com¬ 
ing in by the thousands.) 

The draftee cases, reported by Watts, are in 
some respects more blood-curdling even than Yarmo- 
linsk/s. 

There’s no question that the armed services have 
a real problem. Treason on H-day could lose us the 
war. The armed services have a right to reject before 
induction any suspect on good grounds, provided 
they don’t ruin his life. After induction, the soldier 
has a right to be judged on his performance as a 
soldier, not on his civilian politics, nor on acts of his 
relatives or associates. 

Is it Constitutional for the armed services to pass 
judgment on men’s civilian politics? 

From the Watts case histories, this is patently 
what the armed services are doing, for some cases 
are based on actions done in childhood, even in in¬ 
fancy, or on things the man did after return to 
civilian status—but before he received his final 
discharge. 

While an accused soldier can be assigned uni¬ 
formed counsel if he asks for it, such counsel works 
under obvious handicaps. The accused draftee is 
wiser to pay for his own civilian lawyer, judging from 
the record. But he can’t get back the fees or other 
defense expenses, even if he is found innocent. 

Oh, excuse me. There is no way he can be found 
innocent. The best he can hope for is that a hearing 
board will decide he should be “returned to former 
status.” That doesn’t protect him against a higher 
board’s secretly overruling the lower board—without 
giving the draftee or his lawyer a hearing. He can 
never be sure the government won’t finally present 
him with a parchment document suitable for framing, 
which says in huge letters, readable across the room, 
under the beautiful seal of the U.S.: 

UNDESIRABLE 
DISCHARGE 
from the Armed Forces of the 
United States of America 

A man who receives such a discharge automati¬ 
cally is barred from most jobs, from all veterans’ bene¬ 
fits including educational grants, and from many other 
areas of higher education, where security is today 
required because of government defense work in 
laboratories. 

It stays in government files as a silent accusation 
against his children. 

The star-chamber atmosphere has %n even graver 
undertone. One draftee said that military investiga¬ 
tors asked him if he had not known when he went 
to a certain university that there were many Jews 
enrolled there, and sharply questioned him on why 
he had joined the National Association for the Ad¬ 
vancement of the Colored People. 

The father of one young draftee is a distinguished 


Roman Catholic layman who has been an active de¬ 
fender of civil liberties. The son was discharged 
from the Reserve because he had expressed doubt that 
it was morally right to bomb civilian centers. When 
the lad was thereafter drafted, he declined to sign 
the so-called loyalty certificate DD98, on the ground 
that it violated his Constitutional rights, since its lan¬ 
guage made it appear that his loyalty as a Catholic 
to the Pope put him under the domination of “a 
foreign power." 

On the basis of his father's activities, and his 
own two expressions of doubt, a letter of allegations 
against him was filed, which neither he nor his at¬ 
torney father were permitted to see. They asked for 
and received a hearing at which the draftee was ac¬ 
cused of being “an idealist who believes in speaking 
out for what he thought was right.” He was also 
accused of reading the Reporter Magazine, which, the 
- charge said, was on a prescribed list. The magazine 
is not. 

Eight-Year-Old Subversive 

Without advance notice, he was told he was 
being rushed out of the Army with an “undesirable” 
discharge. His father got a Federal Court restraining 
order. The Army issued the discharge after knowledge 
of the order, in a great hurry. 

The reason the charges are known is that the 
indignant Federal judge declassified them on the spot 
when a security officer told him he couldn’t read 
them. The case was in the U.S. Circuit Court of Ap¬ 
peals at the time of writing. 

A charge against one draftee was that he had 
joined a subversive organization before the age of 
nine; against another that in high school he wrote 
an essay critical pf the capitalist system. 

The most remarkable charge of all was the fol¬ 
lowing, against a draftee: “You have a father who is 
reported to have said that if Communism offered any¬ 
thing good he would accept it.” 

Other charges accused the draftees of being 
rumored to have been related to parents, grandpar¬ 
ents, brothers, sisters, step-mothers, and in-laws who 
were reported to have done undesirable things, or 
thought undesirable thoughts, or joined undesirable 
organizations, or, in some cases, even rumored to 
have been Communists. 

One soldier had this charge to defend himself 
from: “You possess a personality trait (passive de¬ 
pendency reaction, chronic, severe).” 

The security program also extends to maritime 
workers employed on ships, who now must have 
clearance cards issued by the U.S. Coast Guard. 
When these papers are withdrawn or “screened,” the 
Individual has the right of appeal. 

A maritime butcher cited by Yarmolinsky was a 
very religious Greek Catholic choir singer, who swore 
the only organization he had ever joined beside his 
union was the Catholic Sokol. His good references in¬ 
cluded priests. He had three brothers, one a police¬ 
man, and two others who had been “screened” 
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from maritime work (denied clearance), but who 
apparently had just gotten other jobs and hadn’t 
fought for clearance. 

The accusations against the butcher were (a) 
that he had relatives who had been “screened,” and 
also (b) that he was “sympathetically associated with 
Communism in some way.” Apparently nobody in 
the government, including the members of the Board, 
knew what way. 

The butcher testified that he was never.associated 
with any kind of activity other than church or union, 
that he had no reason to believe his brothers ever had 
been. The Board gave him some of the most splendid 
double talk on record, and finally one member pleaded 
with him to convict himself by thinking up something 
against his brothers, as follows: 

“Just a little more thinking along this line to 
see just what, and where the source of contamination 
lies; because it doesn’t seem reasonable that all mem* 
bers of the family would have been screened, unless 
there would have been some basis for it.” 

This appears to be the first time that the com¬ 
mon doctrine accepted by security officers—that a 
man is guilty until proved innocent—has been ac¬ 
cepted by an appeals board. 

Since I have criticized the security program so 
vehemently, it is only fair that I make my own sug¬ 
gestions for reform: 

1. Immediate Reforms 

Pass a law giving attorneys and witnesses 
for accused persons daily expenses, to apply in 
those cases where the government was mistaken. 
Also give the accused the right to go before any 
Federal judge or Commissioner and obtain sub¬ 
poenas for witnesses—including accusers and 
security officers—and for all .pertinent records. 
This alone could eliminate 90 percent of present 
abuses. 

Give the accused man at least the legal rights 
a murderer would have. This includes the right 
to face and question his accuser; the right to 
cross-examine witnesses against him; the right 
to a public hearing; the right to a judgment by a 
jury of his peers; the right to be charged only in 
the proper form, with specific violations of law; 
the right to be protected against cruel and un¬ 
usual punishment. 

If he is in uniform, there should be no vio¬ 
lation of his right to be tried by military court 
only for specified military offenses under military 
law, with all his rights thereunder protected. 
Are not high Army officers criminally liable for 
the execution of the program which has violated 
these rights? 

Do away completely with the “undesirable” 
discharge, except for serious military misbehav - 
ior deemed not correctable. Put an immediate 
stop to charging a draftee on the basis of civilian 
actions or relationships. 

Let’s take a realistic attitude towards police 
problems, which is what security problems come 
down to (as distinguished from intelligence prob- 
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lems). Police in the U.S., as everywhere else, 
depend to a major degree upon unverified anony¬ 
mous information to begin investigations. But 

before they can use this information against a 
suspect, it must be converted to real evidence 
that will stand up in court. Let security agencies 
file the rumors, but make it a crime for a security 
officer ever to use them against a suspect in a 
form that will not stand up solidly in an open 
court 

Stop the double talk. Attorney General 
Brownell attempts to find a precedent for the 
use of anonymous information when he cites its 
use in. parole activities. But he knows that in 
parole activities such information can only help 
the convicted man by moderating his sentence. 
It has no relation to the government’s damning 
a man and his descendants on whispers. When 
spokesmen say a government employee has no 
right to his job, they dodge the fact that he does 
have a right not to be converted, along with his 
descendants, into second-class citizens. 

End at once the nonsensical pretense that we 
can protect either the national security or indi¬ 
vidual rights by maintaining 16 million individual 
security dossiers. 

2. Long-Range Reforms 

Intelligent supervision of the whole security 
program is needed. This can never be done in 
public; to protect the nation’s security and in¬ 
dividual rights, we need a body of men, ap¬ 
pointed for life, of the caliber of Supreme Court 
justices, who can see all secrets and know all 
personalities in all government intelligence and 
security activities. They should have the right 
to question the President, report directly to 
Congress, and ask the U.S. Supreme Court direct 
for remedial action. 

Intelligent regulation is needed. This can be 
done publicly. If the recently established Bi¬ 
partisan Commission works, it should be made 
permanent. This body could receive any non - 
classified information from all security agencies 
and after public hearings, recommend changes 
by law or by executive order. It would speci¬ 
fically try to correct abuses promptly. 

Intelligent administrative direction is vital. 
Both our intelligence and security operations are 
a hopeless hodge-podge at the present time. At 
least a dozen agencies are working zealously in 
some duplicating fields—and there is no way for 
the citizen to know whether they are protecting 
the nation and the nation's citizens efficiently. 
We should have the best man we have as admin¬ 
istrative boss, with full rights; this can be done 
without injuring esprit de corps of component 
agencies which could remain under present de¬ 
partments. 

And such a man should be able to select, 
train and control an organization of superior 
investigators, much as J. Edgar Hoover has done 
over the past 30 years with the FBI. 

—Bv Henry Paynter 
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COPY OF REFERENCED WFO TELETYPEAND THE FOLLOWING LEADS WERE SENT 
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JOHN FITZGERALD KENNEDY, 

NOVEMBER 22, 1963, DALLAS, TEXAS 
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MISCELLANEOUS - INFORMATION 
CONCERNING 



REFERENCE t 


Report of SA ROBERT P. GEMBERLING, 12/18/63, at Dallas. 


ENCLOSURES t TO THE BUREAU* 

Enclosed herewith and attached to appropriate copies of 
this report for the Bureau are three photographs of Exhibits D-98, 
D-99 and D-127. 

Two copies of these exhibits are liBted as enclosures 
for the President's Commission in the body of this report with 
those copies being attached to the copies of the report that are 
designated as President's Commission copies. 
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RE: _AMER I CAN OPINIQK_ 

Belaoat, Massachusetts 

On Janaary 23, 1964, an anonymous not^e postmarked 
January 23, 1964, at Dallas, Texas, vas received by the Dallas 
Office of the FBI. This note enclosed sixteen stickers each 
containing tha vords, "Communism Killed Kennedy." These six¬ 
teen stickers mere part of a sheet containing seventy-six 
stickers and a notation at the bottom of the stickers stated 
that, "These sheets are available at one dollar for 12 sheets 
(912 6tickers), postpaid, from AMERICAN OPINION, Belmont, 
Massachusetts, 02178." 

The anonymous note read as follows: 

"A relative has been using these on the 
letters they write. The sticker is put 
in the lower left hand corner of the en¬ 
velope. Yesterday she sent us a sheet 
of them. The other half sheet I'm sending 
the Postal Inspector." 

Files cf the Dallas Office of the FBI reflect that 
in 1959 RCBERT H», W. WELCH. JR., was editor and a director of 
the publication, "American Opinion," which he irregularly pub¬ 
lished, issv.es of which had in the past contained antl-Communist 
articles. \ 
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On January 23, 1964, an anonymous note postmarked 
at Dallas, Texas, January 23, 1964./Enclosing sixteen 
stiokers containing the words "Communism KilledJ^nnedy* 
mas received. These sixteen stickers mere part of a sheet 
containing seventy-six stickers 'and a notation at the 
bottom of the stickers stated that "These sheets are 
available at one dollar for 12 sheets (912 stickers), 
postpaid, from AMERICAN OPINION, Belmont, Massachusetts 
02178". 

The anonymous note read as follows: 


"A relative has been using these on the letters 
they write. The sticker is put in the lower 
left hand corner of the envelope. Yesterday 
she sent us a sheet of them. The other half 
sheet X*m sending the Postal Inspector." 


- Bureau (62-109060) 
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i:gj 





This document conta m- —v pro perty of the 

conclusions of the >gency , t ^ lti 

fo"lnU d .» ***** - 

agency. ^ 



St-arch 




v-r- — 


'ft** 


•s t 










* 

) 

i 


n'yt 












1/28/64 


AIRTZL 


AIR KAIL 


. Vi 

» « 


TO 
FROM 
SUDJECT: 


: DIRECTOR, FEI (62*109060) 
I SAC, DALLAS (69*43) 


• P - 


ASSASSINATION OF PRESIDENT 
JOHN FITZGERALD KENNEDY, 

11/22/63, Dull**, Texas 
MISCELLANEOUS * INFORMATION CONCERNING 




I CAN OPINION, Be In on t, Massachusetts 

*"** *"■ c - ••■iw ** *■ ~ * 

There are enclosed for the Bureau and Boston, 
ten (10) copies and oae (1) copy respectively of a 
letterhead Memorandum suitable for dissemination. 

/ 

The Dallas indices (SAC letter #69*13 (F) dated 
3/10/59) indies to that RCCERT H. V. WELCH, JR. van 
editor and a director of' the publication "American Opinion* 
vhlcb he Irregularly published, , issues of vhlch had la 
the past contained antl-Coomanl’Et articles. 

One copy of this air tel together vlth one copy 
of the letterhead aeaorandua Is being furnished the 
Boston Office for their information. 

No local diseeaination of this letterhead 
aeaorandua la being Bade at Dallas. 


3 * Bureau (Enclosures 10) 

1- Boston (89*43) (Enclosure 1) (Info) 
/a)* Dallas 
CjjUK-t* 
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This sheet contains 76 stickers. These sheets are 
available/^ one dollar for 12 sheets (912 stickers), 
postpaid, from 

AMERICAN OPINION, Belmont, Massachusetts 02178 
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9/3/64 

PLAINTEXT 

URGENT 



TO: DIRECTOR 

FROM: SAC, DENVER /89-41//P/ 

• ASSASSINATION OF PRESIDENT JOHN FITZGERALD KENNEDY, 

NOVEMBER TVTNTYTWO, NINETEEN SIXTYTKREE, DALLAS, TEXAS/ 
MISCELLANEOUS DASH INTO MATION CONCERNING. 

REBUTELEPHONE CALL TO SPRINGFIELD SEPTEMBER TWO LAST 
AND SPRINGFIELD TELETYPE TO BUREAU AND DENVER SEPTEMBER TWO 
LAST. / 

REVILO P. QL^E R ADVISED SEPTEMBER TWO LAST TOAT HIS 
SPEECH AT SANTA ANA VALLEY HIGH SCHOOL, SANTA ANA, CALIFORNIA, 

>-... y • / - 

FOR THE MOST PART CONTAINED THE SAME MATERIAL THAT WAS PUBLISHED 
IN HIS ARTICLES WHICH APPEARED IN THE QUOTE ,/CIERiaJye^INION_ 
UNQUOTE, THE JOHN BIRCH SOCIETY MAGAZINE, IN FEBRUARY AND 
MARCH, NINETEEN SIXTYFOUR. OLIVER STATED ALL HIS MATERIAL 
OBTAINED FROM PUBLIC SOURCES AND HE HAS NO CONFIDENTIAL 
SOURCES. HE STATED HIS SOURCE FOR STATEMENT THAT COMMUNISTS 


r • * 

‘ T., J 


WITH HELP OF CIA WERE RESPONSIBLE FOR ASSASSINATION WAS ▲ 

*‘f r 


1-Denver (89-41) 
4^*Spt‘ingfield (AM)(Info) 
JMJallas (AM) (Info) 

RLC:pmb { 
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>TE OSWALD, ASSASSIN OH FALL GUY UNQUOTE, WRITTEN IT ' 

^ ■ -. J ; ' * ’ j ■ 

JOESEN JE^EN OF NSW YORK CITY AND PUBLISHED BY CARLO \ 



iNT, AKA. ANTHONY W£tES, ALSO OF NEW YORK Cly. OLIVER 
ADVISED HE MADE FOLLOWING STATEMENT IN SPEECH QHOTE I DON-T 
KNOW WHETHER OSWALD WAS PAID BY THE CIA OR BY THE SOVIET 
SECRET POLICE AND IT MIGHT BE JUST A MATTER OF BOOKKEEPING 
ANYWAY UNQUOTE. BELIEVES HIS SOURCE FOR THIS STATEMENT 
EITHER THE ABOVE-MENTIOJ^D BOOK OR ARTICLE BY A MR. 



IN THE QUOTE NATIONAL/INQUIRER UNQUOTE. OLIVER STATES HIS 

. y- ( 

SOURCE FOR THE STATEMENT THAT THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE ORDERED 

* 

THE US ARMY TO BEGIN REHEARSING FOR THE FUNERAL MORE THAN A 
WEEK BEFORE THE FUNERAL WAS A NEWS ARTICLE WHICH APPEARED IN 
THE QUOTE CLARION LEDGER UNQUOTE, A NEWSPAPER IN JACKSON, 
MISSISSIPPI, ON FEBRUARY TWENTYONE LAST. ACCORDING TO 01 

Article pertained to statements made by captain rIchard 


THIS . 
CLOY, 


US ARMY. OLIVER STATED CLOT WAS IN CHARGE OF PROTOCOL 


/ 


FOR STATE FUNERALS. OLIVER ADDED THAT HE ALWAYS FURNISHES THE 
SOURCES OF HIS MATERIAL DURING HIS SPEECHES, BUT THAT UNFORTUNATELY 

THE NEWSPAPER ACCOUNTS USUALLY DO NOT CARRY THESE SOURCES. .V- 

•• ■ * 

AIRTEL WITH LHM FOLLOWS. SPRINGFIELD AND DALLAS ADVISED * C 
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AISTEL 


TO: * DIRECTOR, FBI (62-109060) 

FROM: SAC, DENVER (89-41)(RUC) 

T 

RE: ASSASSINATION OF PRESIDENT 

JOHN FITZGERALD KENNEDY, 
11/22/63, 

DALLAS, TEXAS 

MISCELLANEOUS - INFORMATION 
CONCERNING 


ReButelephone call to Springfield dated 9/2/64, 
Springfield teletype to Bureau and Denver dated 9/2/64, and 
Denver teletype to the Bureau dated 9/3/64. 

Attached hereto for the Bureau are eight (8) coplea 
of a letterhead memorandum reflecting results of Interview with 
REVILO y. OLIVER. One (l) copy each of thie letterhead 
Memorandum Is attached for Dallas and 8pringfleld for 
Information. Also attached for the Dallas Division are 
twenty-five (25) copies of an FD-302 reflecting results of 
Interview with Mr. OLIVER and twenty-five (25) copies of 
"Basis for Investigation.** 

No further action being taken concerning this 
matter UACB. 


Jl-Burcau (Enc. 8) 

C2->allaa (69-43)(Enc. 51) 
^T^Springfield (89-23)(Enc. 1) 







